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DETAILED ACTION 

1 . The text of those sections of Title 35, U.S. Code not included in this action can be found 
in a prior Office action. 

Response to Amendment 

2. This communication is responsive to the applicant's amendment dated 12/17/2004. 
Applicant cancelled claims 29-32. 

The examiner withdraws the rejection regarding claims 29-32 because the appUcant 
cancelled the claims. 

Response to Arguments 

3. Applicant's arguments filed on 12/17/2004 with respect to rejection of claims 1-28 under 
35 use 103, have been fully considered but they are not persuasive. 

In response to applicant's arguments with respect to the rejection of claims 1-28 under 35 
use 103 (see amendment, pages 12-13), it is noted that all the arguments are based on the 
affidavits and petition under 37 CFR 1.47 and 1.131. However, according to the decision of 
Office of Petition, filed on 4/4/2005, the petition under 37 CFR 1,47 is DISMISSED (see 
attached document of the decision). As stated by the Office of Petition, the following parties 
may make an affidavit or declaration under 37 CFR 1.131: 

(A) All the inventors of the subject matter claimed. 

(B) Less than all named inventors where it is shown that less than all named inventors 
invented the subject matter of the claim or claims under rejection. 

(C) If a petition under 37 CFR 1 .47 was granted or the appUcation was accepted 
under 37 CFR 1.42 or 1.43, the affidavit or declaration may be signed by the 37 
CFR 1 .47 applicant or the legal representative, where appropriate. 

(D) The assignee or other party in interest when it is not possible to produce the 
affidavit or declaration of the inventor. 

(Also see MPEP 715.04). 
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As this point, none of above conditions is satisfied, according to the recorded documents 
of the application. Based on above reason, the rejection is sustained. 

Specification 

4. The abstract of the disclosure is objected to because the length of the abstract is over 150 
words. Correction is required. See MPEP § 608.01(b). 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

5. Claims 1,3,5, 7-10, 12-13,15, 17, 19-20, 22-23, 25 and 27 are rejected under 35 U.S.C 
103(a) as being unpatentable over Walker et al. (US 2001/0047260 Al) hereinafter referenced as 
Walker, in view of Sarukkai (US 2002/0052747 Al). 

Regarding claim 1, Walker discloses a communication system as a voice portal platform, 
comprising: 

"a first executable resource" (Fig. 1 and paragraphs 22-23, combination of 'voice 
appUcation 16', 'text data sources 14' and 'text-to-speech (TTS) resource manager 18', which is 
interpreted as a first executable resource); and 

"a second executable resource" (Fig. 1 and paragraphs 23, combination of 'a text-to- 
speech (TTS) resource manager 18 and a TTS engine farm 20', which is interpreted as a second 
executable resource), wherein: 

"the first executable resource generates text portions from the body of text in 

response to receiving an initial request to convert the body of text to speech" (Fig. 1 and 

paragraphs 22-23, 'understanding the audible text request (initial request)', 'in response 
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to this request, voice application 16 accesses text data sources 14 to find a text 
document', 'text-to-speech (TTS) resource manager 18'); 

"the first executable resource provides an output in response to generating the text 
portions, the output comprising a sequence of resource identifiers suitable for use in the 
text-to-speech conversion of the text portions, each of the resource identifiers comprising 
a corresponding one of the text portions and an identity of a resource capable of 
performing the text-to-speech conversion", (Figs. 1-2 and paragraphs 23-27, 'dividing the 
requested text . . . into a plurality of segments (text portions)', 'dividing processor 26 
associates a sequence identifier with each text segment' and 'distributes (output) the first 
segment, the corresponding sequence identifier #1, ... to TTS engine 22a (identity of a 
resource)'); 

"the second executable resource receives a text portion the request that requests 
the conversion of at least one text portion to an audio format, the text portion request 
comprising the at least one text portion and one of the resource identifiers", (Figs. 1-2 
and paragraph 28, 'Upon TTS engines 22 (the second executable resource) receiving a 
text segment the TTS converts or synthesizes the text segment into a speech segment', 
'TTS engine 22a converts the first text segment into a first speech segment and associates 
sequence identifier #1'); and 

"the second executable resource provides at least one media file suitable for audio 
output based on the text portion request" (Figs. 1-2 and paragraph 29, 'TTS engine 
provides the speech segment (audio output) ... to a streaming buffer 24' that transmits the 
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speech segments . . . over network communication lines' ; paragraph 3/a typical ITS 
engine produces an audio or speech file'). 

Even though, Walker discloses that text data sources may include the Internet or email, 
Walker does not expressly discloses the request being a "web request". However, this feature is 
well known in the art as evidenced by Sarukkai who discloses method and system of interpreting 
and presenting web content using a voice browser (Title), comprising that a user's request for a 
page is processed by the voice browser and an HTTP request (herein equivalent to web request) 
is made to a backend server (Fig. 1 and paragraphs 12 and 35), integrating with content database 
103 and speech synthesis servers 108 and other devices (Fig. 1 and paragraph 30) that may be 
used as a voice portal (paragraph 31), and providing functionality of streaming audio files 
referenced by URI's or local files (paragraph 49). Therefore, it would have been obvious to one 
of ordinary skill in the art at time the invention was made to modify Walker by specifically 
providing HTTP requests (web request) and a voice browser for presenting web content from 
web servers, as taught by Sarukkai, for the purpose of offering more marketable feature for the 
user, such as using HTTP protocol for request, since HTTP (web) request is most popular 
protocol for accessing information for the Internet. 

In addition, it is noted that herein, the claimed "suitable for ..." and "capable of 
performing ..." are not positive limitations, so that no patentable weight is given for these 
limitations, and the same or similar limitation will be treated in the same way hereinafter. 

Regarding claim 3, it recites a method. The rejection is based on the same reason 
described for claim 1, because the claim recites same or similar limitation(s) as claim 1. 
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Regarding claim 5, it recites a server. The rejection is based on the same reason 
described for claim 1, because the claim recites (or includes) same or similar limitation(s) as 
claim 1 . 

Regarding claim 7 (depending on claim 5), Walker in view of Sarukkai further discloses 
"the executable resource provides the resource identifiers in a prescribed sequence based on 
respective positions of the text portions in the body of text", (Walker: Fig. 1 and paragraph 25, 
'the sequence identifiers indicate the proper order (position) of the text segments (portions) in the 
text'). 

Regarding claim 8, it recites a method. The rejection is based on the same reason 
described for claim 5, because the claim recites same or similar limitation(s) as claim 5. 

Regarding claim 9 (depending on claim 8), Walker in view of Sarukkai further discloses 
"receiving an initial request for a text-to-audio conversion of the body of text, wherein the step 
of generating the text portions comprises generating the text portions in response to the step of 
receiving the initial request", (Walker: Figs, 1-2 and paragraph 23, 'transmits a request (initial 
request) for information to voice application 16', 'in response to this request, voice appUcation 
16 accesses text data sources 14 to find a text document'; paragraph 25, 'dividing the requested 
text from voice application 16 into a plurality of segments (text portions)'). 

Regarding claim 10 (depending on claim 8), Walker in view of Sarukkai further discloses 
"generating each text portion in a manner suitable for inclusion in a hypertext transport protocol 
(HTTP) request", (Walker: Figs. 1-2 and paragraph 23, 'in response to this request, voice 
application 16 accesses text data sources 14 to find a text document'; paragraph 25, 'dividing the 
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requested text from voice application 16 into a plurality of segments (text portions)'; Sarukkai: 
Fig. 1 and paragraph 35, 'voice browser 101 sends ... an HTTP request to a backend server'). 

Regarding claim 12 (depending on claim 8), the rejection is based on the same reason 
described for claim 7, because the claim recites same or similar limitation(s) as claim 7. 

Regarding claim 13, it recites a server. The rejection is based on the same reason 
described for claim 1, because the claim recites (or includes) same or similar limitation(s) as 
claim 1. 

Regarding claim 15, it recites a computer product. The rejection is based on the same 
reason described for claim 1, because the claim recites (or includes) same or similar limitation(s) 
as claim 1 , 

Regarding claim 17, it recites a text-to-audio server. The rejection is based on the same 
reason described for claim 1 , because the claim recites (or includes) same or similar limitation(s) 
as claim 1 . 

Regarding claim 19 (depending on claim 17), Walker in view of Sarukkai fiirther 
discloses that "the response comprises media files suitable for the audio output'*, (Walker: 
paragraph 29, 'TTS engine provides the speech segment (audio output) ... to a streaming buffer 
24' that transmits the speech segments . . . over network communication lines'; paragraph 3, 'a 
typical TTS engine produces an audio or speech file'; Sarukkai: paragraph 49, 'provide 
functionality of streaming audio files referenced by URI's'). 

Regarding claim 20, it recites a method. The rejection is based on the same reason 
described for claim 1, because the claim recites (or includes) same or similar limitation(s) as 
claim 1 . 
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Regarding claim 22 (depending on claim 20), the rejection is based on the same reason 
described for claim 19, because the claim recites same or similar limitation(s) as claim 19. 

Regarding claim 23, it recites a text-to-audio server. The rejection is based on the same 
reason described for claim 1, because the claim recites (or includes) same or similar limitation(s) 
as claim 1 . 

Regarding claim 25, it recites a computer program product. The rejection is based on the 
same reason described for claim 1, because the claim recites (or includes) same or similar 
limitation(s) as claim 1 . 

Regarding claim 27, it recites a method The rejection is based on the same reason 
described for claim 1, because the claim recites (or includes) same or similar hmitation(s) as 
claim 1 . 

6. Claims 2, 4, 6, 1 1, 14, 16, 18, 21, 24, 26 and 28 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as 
being unpatentable over Walker in view of Sarukkai, and further in view of Alpdemir (US 
6,658,389 81). 

Regarding claim 2 (depending on claim 1), Walker in view of Sarukkai further discloses: 
"the first executable resource generates the text portions in response to receiving an 
initial hypertext transport protocol (HTTP) request to convert the body of text to speech" 
(Walker: Fig. 1 and paragraphs 22-23, 'understanding the audible text request (initial requestO', 
'in response to this request, voice application 16 accesses text data sources 14 to find a text 
document', 'text-to-speech (TTS) resource manager 18'; Sarukkai: paragraph 12, 'an HTTP 
request is made'); 
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"the first executable resource provides a markup language page comprising uniform 
resource locators (URL*s), wherein each URL comprises a text character string suitable for 
conversion to the audio format and an HTTP address of the resource" (Walker: Fig. 1 and 
paragraphs 22-23, *in response to this request, voice apphcation 16 accesses text data sources 14 
to find a text document'; Sarukkai: paragraphs 12-13, 'an HTTP request is made', 'encoding 
each XML (extensible markup language)'; paragraph 46, 'interpreter contexts 403 of Fig. 4 is 
created for each page of a requested document' (interpreted as text character string), including 
'the Universal Resource identifier' that suggests using URL); 

"the second executable resource receives at least one HTTP request comprising at least 
one of the URLs" (Figs. 1-2 and paragraph 28, 'TTS engines 22 (the second executable resource) 
receiving a text segment'; Sarukkai: paragraphs 12-13, 'an HTTP request is made'; paragraph 
46, 'interpreter contexts 403 of Fig. 4 is created for each page of a requested document', 'the 
Universal Resource identifier' that suggests using URL). 

Even though Walker in view of Sarukkai discloses using XML (extensible markup 
language for the web page, as stated above, Walker in view of Sarukkai does not expressly 
discloses using "hypertext markup language (HTML) page". However, this feature is well 
known in the art as evidenced by Alpdemir who discloses speech server using a text-to-speech 
conversion engine, comprising using Hypertext Markup Language (HTML) pages (column 4, 
lines 16-32). Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at time the 
invention was made to modify Walker in view of Sarukkai by specifically providing Hypertext 
Markup Language (HTML) pages, as taught by Alpdemir, for the purpose of taking advantages 
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of standard data and information format and protocol for the system (Alpdemir: column 4, lines 
35-36). 

Regarding claim 4 (depending on claim 3), the rejection is based on the same reason 
described for claim 2, because the claim recites same or similar limitation(s) as claim 2. 

Regarding claim 6 (depending on claim 5), the rejection is based on the same reason 
described for claim 2, because the claim recites (or includes) same or similar limitation(s) as 
claim 2. 

Regarding claims 11 (depending on claim 8), 14 (depending on claim 13), 16 (depending 
on claim 15), 18 (depending on claim 17), 21 (depending on claim 20), 24 (depending on claim 
23) and 26 (depending on claim 25), the rejection is based on the same reason described for 
claim 6, because the claims respectively recite same or similar Umitation(s) as claim 6. 

Regarding claim 28 (depending on claim 27), the rejection is based on the same reason 
described for claim 2, because the claim recites (or includes) same or similar limitation(s) as 
claim 2. 

Conclusion 

7. TfflS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. Applicant is reminded of the extension of time 
policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1 . 1 36(a). A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action 
is set to expire THREE MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply 
is filed within TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is 
not mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
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extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1 .136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of the 
advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later than SIX 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this final action. 

8. Please address mail to be delivered by the United States Postal Service (USPS) as 
follows: 

Mail Stop 

Commissioner for Patents 
P.O. Box 1450 
Alexandria, VA 22313-1450 
or faxed to: 

(703) 872-9306, (for formal communications intended for entry) 

Or: 

(703) 872-9306, (for informal or draft communications, and please label 
"PROPOSED" or "DRAFT") 
If no Mail Stop is indicated below, the line beginning Mail Stop should be omitted from 
the address. 

Effective January 14, 2005, except correspondence for Maintenance Fee payments, 
Deposit Account Replenishments (see 1.25(c)(4)), and Licensing and Review (see 37 CFR 5. 1(c) 
and 5.2(c)), please address correspondence to be delivered by other delivery services (Federal 
Express (Fed Ex), UPS, DHL, Laser, Action, Purolater, etc.) as follows: 

U.S. Patent and Trademark Office 

Customer Window, Mail Stop 

Randolph Building 

Alexandria, VA 22314 
Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Qi Han whose telephone numbers is (571) 272-7604. The 
examiner can normally be reached on Monday through Thursday from 9:00 a.m. to 7:00 p.m. If 
attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's supervisor, 
Richemond Dorvil, can be reached on (571) 272-7602. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Inquiries regarding the status of submissions 
relating to an application or questions on the Private PAIR system should be directed to the 
Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free) or 703-305-3028 between the 
hours of 6 a.m. and midnight Monday through Friday EST, or by e-mail at: ebc@uspto.gov. For 
general information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. 




QH/qh 

April 5, 2005 

DAVID D.KNEPPER 
PRIMARY EXAMINER 



